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360 Book Keviews 

Der Enoplios. Ein Beitrag zur griechischen Metrik. Von. De. 
E. Herkeneath. Leipzig: Teubner, 1906. Pp. ix. -f 186. 
M. 6. 

The extraordinary industry and ingenuity bestowed upon this book 
make it, in accordance with the author's hope, a valuable repertory of 
metrical facts, even for those who cannot accept all of its conclusions. 
Starting from two forms of the Enoplios — Archilochus' 'Epao/ton'S); XapiXat 
and Cratinus' 'Epatr/tovt'S); BdOunrt which he proves to be equivalent by col- 
lecting all cases of their responsion— Dr. Herkenrath analyzes the entire 
body of extant Greek lyric and choric verse in order to establish two con- 
clusions : (1) That Greek poetry allowed great freedom of equivalence and 
responsion, or, as he puts it, that the difference between a dissyllabic and 
a monosyllabic arsis (Senkung) concerns Bhythmik only, not Metrik. (2) 
That Greek lyric verses and strophes are largely composed of variations, 
extensions, curtailments, and combinations of a few favorite clauses or 
movements such as the Enoplios, the ithyphallic, the dochmiac, the Teles- 
illeion, the Praxilleion, the Eeizianum. 

The first conclusion is a priori probable and is apparently confirmed 
by the unamended (or rightly amended I) tradition of the texts. There is 
no reason except convention or rjOos for precise syllabic responsion in any 
poetry. The extent to which it may have been required by the tradition 
of a particular poetical form or the practice of a particular poet, is a 
question of special historical philology rather than of pure Metrik. Such 
freedoms of responsion as occur are as readily explained by the methods 
of Rossbach or Christ as by the new fashion of scanning by quadrisyl- 
lable or larger groups. They are no argument for either system. 

The second proposition is also true in the general statement (p. 167) 
"dass sich im Strophenbau gewisse Gewohnheiten erkennen lassen." But 
in the application it is liable to degenerate into a mere metrico-mathe- 
matical schematism bearing no relation to actual rhythmic utterance. 

There is obviously no limit to the combinations which may be made 
if we may assume thirty-two forms of the " Enoplios " (Schroeder), substi- 
tute dactyls in the ithyphallic, call - - - | - - - a Telesilleion (p, 13), 
_~~_~~_a dochmiac, and — _ ^ _ ~ _ a Glyconic (pp. 17 ff.). But 
all metrical analogies and "Gewohnheiten" discovered by these purely 
schematic methods, must be verified by rhythmical considerations. I do 
not doubt that some of Dr. Herkenrath's groupings are valid rhythmically, 
and that he has satisfied his own ear of the validity of them all. But like 
others of the "New School," he assumes that the mere metrical analysis 
will be sufficient to convince his readers. It will not. To take a test case: 
His method leads him (p. 19) to establish an elaborate parallel between 
Eurip. Herakles 638 ff., and the "ganz ahnliches Lied," Aeschyl. Ag. 
681 ff. Now these two odes may be like in terms of "gl. B," "gl. X," 
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"gl. + en B," "en B + Reiz," etc. They are not in the least "like" in 
actual viva voce rhythmic reading. And there is something wrong in a 
system that identifies them. Dr. Herkenrath would probably not deny 
that similar or identical metrical groups may have a totally different 
rhythmical value in different contexts. But in the interest of working out 
his system he appears to forget it. 

The valuable index is at first sight difficult to use owing to a number 
of arbitrary but ingenious abbreviations which when understood serve to 
present an enormous amount of information in brief compass. 

Paul Shobet 



Grammatik der griechischen Papyri aus der Ptolemderzeit. 
Mit Einschluss der gleichzeitigen Ostraka und der in 
Agypten verfassten Inschriften. Laut- und Wortlehre. 
Von Dr. Edwin Mayseb. Leipzig: Teubner, 1906. M. 14. 
I undertake to notice briefly this book not as a specialist in the 
field of papyri literature, but as one of that larger number who have 
a keen interest in the history of the Greek koivtj, and wish to survey the 
important facts to be gleaned from the papyri, without attempting to 
follow in detail the formidable and ever-increasing mass of papyri pub- 
lications. For all such this grammar of the papyri of the Ptolemaic 
period must be reckoned a most welcome and invaluable aid. It furnishes 
an exhaustive and orderly exhibit of the facts so far as they fall under the 
heads of Lautlehre and Wortlehre, the latter including Flexion and 
Stammbildung. In the introduction and under Stammbildung are also 
mentioned many peculiarities of vocabulary, words otherwise poetical or 
dialectic, new words, and new or unusual meanings. The Syntax is, we 
assume, reserved for a subsequent volume. The printing and general 
execution of the work are excellent but for one fault which it shares with 
too many other, especially German, publications. The numbered sections 
are long, with numerous subdivisions, sometimes covering a half-dozen 
pages or more, and the resulting inconvenience in looking up the cross- 
references is not even mitigated by repeating the section numbers at the 
top of each page. 

On the general question of the source of the koivtj, the author's inves- 
tigation has led him to the same position as that held by Thumb and the 
majority of the scholars at present, namely that it is a modified Attic. 
But he thinks Thumb has erred in seeking connection with the most 
vulgar type of colloquial Attic, as represented in the vase inscriptions. 
Certainly it was not this, but the Attic of literature and more cultivated 
speech, which set the standard. With its spread this was more and 
more affected by colloquial usage, not pre-eminently that of Athens, but 
by that of various parts of the Greek world. As regards the traces of the 



